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care but, in doing so, has called the medical
profession’s bluff. Say Uwe Reinhardt, a
health economist who teaches at Princeton
University, ‘‘Doctors always say the are rug-
ged individualists, for free enterprise and
such, and now at the first sight of a nurse
they run to the government and say, ‘Please
use your coercive powers to protect us!’ ’’

Even some supporters, however, fear that
Mundinger’s model, for all its noble objec-
tives, will appeal to the basest motives of in-
surers and employers, leaving patients, in
the end, with less-trained people who are in
just as much of a hurry. There is some rea-
son for doubting this: A study in the April
Nurse Practitioner, for example, found NPs
more consistent than gynecologists in adher-
ing to medical standards in evaluating cer-
vical dysplasia, a precursor to cervical can-
cer. And as Robert Brook, a Rand analyst
who is conducting an internal assessment for
CAPNA, puts it: ‘‘It’s not like we started out
with a perfect system.∑’’

f

TRIBUTE TO LIEUTENANT COLO-
NEL KEVIN ‘‘SPANKY″ KIRSCH,
USAF
Mr. WARNER. Mr. President, I rise

today to pay tribute to Lieutenant
Colonel Kevin ‘‘Spanky’’ Kirsch,
United States Air Force, on the occa-
sion of his retirement after over twen-
ty years of exemplary service to our
nation. Colonel Kirsch’s strong com-
mitment to excellence will leave a last-
ing impact on the vitality of our na-
tion’s military procurement and infor-
mation technology capabilities. His ex-
pertise in these areas will be sorely
missed by his colleagues both in the
Pentagon and on Capitol Hill.

Before embarking on his Air Force
career, Colonel Kirsch worked as an es-
timator/engineer for Penfield Electric
Co. in upstate New York, where he de-
signed and built electrical and mechan-
ical systems for commercial construc-
tion. In 1978, Colonel Kirsch received
his commission through the Officer
Training School at Lackland AFB in
San Antonio, TX. Eagerly traveling to
Williams AFB in Arizona for flight
training, Colonel Kirsch earned his
pilot wings after successful training in
T–37 and T–38 aircraft.

In 1980, Colonel Kirsch was assigned
to Carswell AFB, in Fort Worth, TX, as
a co-pilot in the B–52D aircraft. While
serving in this capacity on nuclear
alert for the next five years, he earned
his Masters degree, completed Squad-
ron Officer School and Marine Corps
Command and Staff School by cor-
respondence, and earned an engineering
specialty code with the Civil Engineer-
ing Squadron.

An experienced bomber pilot serving
with the 7th Bomb Wing, Colonel
Kirsch, then a First Lieutenant, served
as the Resource Manager for the Direc-
tor of Operations—a position normally
filled by an officer much more senior in
rank. He was selected to the Standard-
ization Evaluation (Stan-Eval) Divi-
sion and became dual-qualified in the
B–52H. Subsequently, he was selected
ahead of his peers to be an aircraft
commander in the B–52H.

Colonel Kirsch was selected in 1985 as
one of the top 1% of the Air Force’s

captains to participate in the Air Staff
Training (ASTRA) program at the Pen-
tagon. His experience during that tour,
working in Air Force contracting and
legislative affairs, would serve him
well in later assignments.

In 1986, Colonel Kirsch returned to
flying in the FB–111 aircraft at Platts-
burgh AFB, NY. He joined the 529th
Bomb Squadron as an aircraft com-
mander and was designated a flight
commander shortly thereafter. He em-
ployed his computer skills to help
automate the scheduling functions at
the 380th Bomb Wing and was soon des-
ignated chief of bomber scheduling.

Following his tour with the 529th,
Colonel Kirsch was assigned to Strate-
gic Air Command (SAC) Headquarters
at Offutt AFB, NE. As Chief of the Ad-
vanced Weapons Concepts Branch, he
served as a liaison with the Depart-
ment of Energy on nuclear weapons
programs and worked on development
of new strategic systems—including
the B–2 bomber. Colonel Kirsch was one
of four officers chosen to be part of the
commander-in-chief’s (CINC’s) staff
group to facilitate the transition of
SAC to Strategic Command
(STRATCOM). Originally picked as a
technical advisor for weapon systems,
he soon became the legislative liaison
for STRATCOM. In this capacity, Colo-
nel Kirsch organized congressional del-
egations to visit STRATCOM, and
managed CINC STRATCOM’s inter-
action with Capitol Hill.

In 1994, Col Kirsch traveled here, to
Washington, to begin his final
assighment on active duty. Initially
serving as a military assistant to the
Assistant Secretary of Defense for Leg-
islative Affairs, Colonel Kirsch once
again quickly distinguished himself
and was designated the special assist-
ant for acquisition and C3 policy. Rep-
resenting the Secretary of Defense, the
Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisi-
tion and Technology and the Assistant
Secretary of Defense for C3I, Colonel
Kirsch managed a myriad of critical
initiatives including acquisition re-
form and information assurance. He
also served as the principal architect
for the organization’s web page, com-
puter network, and many of the cus-
tom applications used to automate the
office’s administrative functions.

Colonel Kirsch’s numerous military
awards include the Defense Superior
Service Medal, the Defense Meritorious
Service Medal with Oak Leaf Cluster,
the Air Force Meritorious Service
Medal, the Air Force Commendation
Medal with Oak Leaf Cluster, and the
Air Force Achievement Award.

Following his retirement, Colonel
Kirsch and his wife Carol will continue
to reside in Springfield, VA with their
children Alicia and Benjamin.

Mr President, our nation, the Depart-
ment of Defense, the United States Air
Force, and Lieutenant Colonel Kirsch’s
family can truly be proud of this out-
standing officer’s many accomplish-
ments. His honorable service will be
genuinely missed in the Department of

Defense and on Capitol Hill. I wish
Lieutenant Colonel Spanky Kirsch the
very best in all his future endeavors.
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D.A.R.E. MICHIGAN OFFICER OF
THE YEAR 1998

∑ Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. President, I rise
today to recognize Officer Kimberly
Sivyer of the Redford Township Police
Department. He has been named the
D.A.R.E. Officer of the Year for 1998 in
the state of Michigan.

Officer Sivyer started with the
Redford Police Department in 1981. He
has dedicated his time and service to
D.A.R.E. since 1990. Over the course of
these eight years he has touched many
students’ lives educating them about
the dangers of drugs and violence. He
has and continues to be an excellent
role model for the youth of his commu-
nity. His colleagues at the Redford
Township Police Department and the
members of his community recognize
this and it is for these reasons that he
is very deserving of this award.

I want to once again express my sin-
cerest appreciation and congratula-
tions to Officer Sivyer for being named
D.A.R.E. Officer of the Year 1998. He
should be very proud of this achieve-
ment.∑
f

THE COUNTRY OF GEORGIA

∑ Mr. BROWNBACK. Mr. President, I
would like to say a few words about
Georgia and the recent events which
have taken place in this impressive
country. Several days ago, Georgia re-
affirmed its commitment to full
participatory democracy when the
Minister of State requested the res-
ignation of all cabinet ministers, and
then resigned himself. His resignation
was accepted, and President Eduard
Shevardnadze has vowed to reconsti-
tute a new government by the middle
of August. This transition, so reminis-
cent of the ebb and flow of govern-
ments in great parliamentary democ-
racies, has been accomplished without
violence or bloodshed, without chaos or
confusion, and with the support of the
Georgian people. Truly Georgia is an
inspiration to peoples everywhere who
long for democracy and who struggle
against the freedom-stifling legacy of
the communist experiment.

Georgia is impressive in other ways
as well. Its economy continues to grow
in a positive direction, unlike the
economies of some of its neighbors;
Georgia is not perfect, and it is not
pristine. But it is progressive. With a
growth rate of nearly 8 percent in 1997
and projected growth of 11–13 percent
in 1998, Georgia is on track to a signifi-
cant economic turn-around.

This turn-around and the prosperity
that will inevitably flow from it, still
involve many hurdles. Georgians have
bravely faced these challenges, and
they face more still. Probably none is
so painful as the ongoing conflict in
Abkhazia, Georgia’s most northwestern
province bordering Russia. This brutal
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brushfire war has now claimed lives un-
necessarily on both sides, and it must
be ended. Mr. President, the CIS peace-
keepers are a major part of the prob-
lem and the reason the war continues.

As the Times of London noted on
July 27th, Georgia accepted the CIS
peacekeepers only under duress, be-
cause the UN blinked. These CIS peace-
keepers, the Times points out, have not
exactly distinguished themselves by
their impartiality. They are ‘‘entirely
drawn from the Russian Army, and
commanded from Russian, not CIS,
headquarters. Of its four battalions,
one fought the Georgians in the 1992–93
war, while another two are recruited
from anti-Georgia nationalities.’’ It is
hard to imagine that this formula can
create anything but conflict, and in-
deed, there have been constant com-
plaints from Georgia that these so-
called peacekeepers are merely part of
a Russian strategy to destabilize Geor-
gia, a strategy that includes several as-
sassination attempts on President
Shevardnadze.

From the beginning, the Abkhaz con-
flict has been widely acknowledged to
be Russia’s doing. The separatists who
want to break off Abkhazia from Geor-
gia are provoked, fueled and encour-
aged by the Russians. Georgia has of-
fered Abkhazia full autonomy, an offer
that has been answered by Russian
guns.

As early as 1992 Russia provided the
Abkhazians with weapons to conduct
the war, and the Russian government
today supports the Abkhaz leadership
in its unwillingness to bring the con-
flict to a close through negotiation.
One member of the Abkhaz leadership
wrote in the Russian nationalist press
in 1992 that ‘‘Abkhazia is Russia.’’
Since then, Russia has managed to
scuttle all budding negotiations, even
while serving as the putative ‘‘medi-
ator’’ at the recent Geneva talks be-
tween the Georgians and Abkhazians,
and it has unfailingly sided with the
Abkhaz against Georgia at the infre-
quent bargaining tables and on the bat-
tlefield.

Let us be frank: These Russian peace-
keepers do not want peace. Rather,
they seek to extend the hostilities so
that Georgia will find it difficult to
consolidate its hold over this break-
away region. These so-called peace-
keepers have helped to create thou-
sands of dead on both sides; they have
created massive flows of Georgian refu-
gees by turning a blind eye toward
some of the most blatant ethnic cleans-
ing anywhere in the world; and they
have allowed the devastation of what is
arguably one of the richest and most
beautiful parts of the Georgian state.

Abkhaz leaders, with Russia’s help,
have perpetrated one of the world’s
most egregious examples of ethnic
cleansing. Tens of thousands of Geor-
gians have been forced out of their
homes in Abkhazia and turned into
homeless, hungry refugees. Georgia’s
many requests in recent years to the
United Nations to condemn this bla-

tant genocide have fallen on deaf ears,
and most Georgians now attribute the
Abkhazians’ continued use of ethnic
cleansing to UN inaction. Georgia has
once again asked the UN to intervene
in Abkhazia, but its willingness to do
so, especially with Russia holding a
seat on the Security Council, is in
doubt.

How is it possible that ethnic cleans-
ing can high behind a transparent veil
of ‘‘peacekeeping’’? Why has the UN
shirked its duty to protect these vul-
nerable Georgians, when it seems will-
ing, even eager, to condemn genocide
elsewhere in the world? Where is the
indignation and outrage from our
statesmen? Where are the legions of
human rights advocates that usually
visit the corridors of our departments
and ministries?

The Abkhazians (who constitute less
than 20 percent of the population of the
region they claim as their own) and
their Russian supporters, should harbor
no illusions about the ultimate out-
come of this struggle: Abkhazia will re-
main part of Georgia. The Georgian
government will never acquiesce in ter-
ritorial claims on its historic territory,
and the US government will never sup-
port such claims. Meanwhile,
Abkhazians are poised to miss what
could be one of the most exciting peri-
ods in the development of the South
Caucasus. The opening of energy pipe-
lines from the Caspian will create un-
precedented opportunities for growth
and development, and the forging of
the Eurasian Transport Corridor, the
New Silk Road, which originates in
Georgia, foretells a future in which all
Georgians, including Abkhazians,
should prosper.

Those of my colleagues who have
traveled to Georgia know of the im-
mense beauty of the country, and the
kindness and generosity of its people.
They know of the Georgians’ will in
the face of numerous obstacles and bar-
riers. And, increasingly, they under-
stand why and where Georgia’s inter-
ests intersect with America’s interests.

Put simply, Georgia is a key strate-
gic ally for America in a region in
which America has few strategic an-
chors. America has a strong national
interest in encouraging a close and
multifaceted relationship with Geor-
gia. Though small, poor and weak,
Georgia has the potential to be small,
yet rich and strong. It is in our best in-
terest to promote this transition with
American aid, American power and
American prayers.∑
f

EXPRESSING THE SENSE OF CON-
GRESS CONCERNING THE HUMAN
RIGHTS AND HUMANITARIAN
SITUATION FACING THE WOMEN
AND GIRLS OF AFGHANISTAN
(The text of the concurrent resolu-

tion (S. Con. Res. 97), with its pre-
amble, as agreed to by the Senate on
July 29, 1998, is as follows:)

S. CON. RES. 97

Whereas the legacy of the war in Afghani-
stan has had a devastating impact on the ci-

vilian population, and a particularly nega-
tive impact on the rights and security of
women and girls;

Whereas the current environment is one in
which the rights of women and girls are rou-
tinely violated, leading the Department of
State in its 1997 Country Report on Human
Rights, released January 30, 1998, to conclude
that women are beaten for violating increas-
ingly restrictive Taliban dress codes, which
require women to be covered from head to
toe, women are strictly prohibited from
working outside the home, women and girls
are denied the right to an education, women
are forbidden from appearing outside the
home unless accompanied by a male family
member, and beatings and death result from
a failure to observe these restrictions;

Whereas the Secretary of State stated, in
November 1997 at the Nasir Bagh Refugee
Camp in Pakistan, that if a society is to
move forward, women and girls must have
access to schools and health care, be able to
participate in the economy, and be protected
from physical exploitation and abuse;

Whereas Afghanistan recognizes inter-
national human rights conventions such as
the Convention on the Prevention and Pun-
ishment of the Crime of Genocide, the Inter-
national Covenant on Civil and Political
Rights, the Covenant on the Rights of the
Child, the Convention on the Elimination of
All Forms of Discrimination Against
Women, and the International Covenant on
Economic, Social, and Cultural Rights,
which espouses respect for basic human
rights of all individuals without regard to
race, religion, ethnicity, or gender;

Whereas the use of rape as an instrument
of war is considered a grave breach of the Ge-
neva Convention and a crime against human-
ity;

Whereas people who commit grave
breaches of the Geneva Convention are to be
apprehended and subject to trial;

Whereas there is significant credible evi-
dence that warring parties, factions, and
powers in Afghanistan are responsible for nu-
merous human rights violations, including
the systematic rape of women and girls;

Whereas in recent years Afghan maternal
mortality rates have increased dramatically,
and the level of women’s health care has de-
clined significantly;

Whereas there has been a marked upswing
in human rights violations against women
and girls since the Taliban coalition seized
Kabul in 1996, including Taliban edicts deny-
ing women and girls the right to an edu-
cation, employment, access to adequate
health care, and direct access to humani-
tarian aid; and

Whereas peace and security in Afghanistan
are conducive to the full restoration of all
human rights and fundamental freedom, the
voluntary repatriation of refugees to their
homeland in safety and dignity, the clear-
ance of mine fields, and the reconstruction
and rehabilitation of Afghanistan: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Rep-
resentatives concurring), That Congress—

(1) deplores the continued human rights
violations by all parties, factions, and pow-
ers in Afghanistan;

(2) condemns targeted discrimination
against women and girls and expresses deep
concern regarding the prohibitions on em-
ployment and education;

(3) strongly condemns the use of rape or
other forms of systematic gender discrimina-
tion by any party, faction, or power in Af-
ghanistan as an instrument of war;

(4) calls on all parties, factions, and powers
in Afghanistan to respect international
norms and standards of human rights;

(5) calls on all Afghan parties to bring an
end without delay to—


		Superintendent of Documents
	2019-07-30T10:36:02-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




